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1CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
This chapter consists of background study, research questions, research
objectives , research significances, and research scopes.
A. Background Study 
Communication is important for all people. No one can live adequately without 
communicating with one another, because human beings are social creatures in 
nature. Every time the researcher tries to communicate to others, the researcher uses a
language as our means to express our intentions. Person (2003:34) Communication is 
defined as the process by which meaning is exchanged between individuals through a 
common system symbols, sign or behavior. 
There are rules which control mechanism among participants in doing
conversation. In pragmatics, such rules are called Cooperative Principle. The primary 
reason people need rules governing the use of language, is that human cannot be 
expected to behave in reasonable ways without the Cooperative Principle. (Grice 
1975:25). Grice extends the cooperative principle into four maxims, maxim of
quantity, maxim of quality, maxim of relation and maxim of manner.
The meaning spoken is sometimes implicit or explicit in conversation. The
meaning is explicit, the meaning can be catch and known easily by the people. People 
can not understand the meaning of the speech easily, if the speech is implicit. It can 
be done by analyzing the speech first. People will understand the implicit meaning of 
the speaker’s utterance and know how the speaker’s intention and what the speaker 
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feels by using the theory of implicature and utter what do you want to say by indirect 
utterances.
A humor is a short story of communication humorously intended to be laughed 
at by listeners or readers. In humors, there are conversations included within. 
Conversation in a humor is a kind of human activities. It is one way to convey the 
idea, opinion, informal and formal implicitly or explicitly. Even it comments 
something, it may contain social protest and moral value. People can also use humor 
to express their argument. It means that they can express their opinion in a relaxed 
way instead of a serious one without having any intention to hurt one another. 
Therefore, they can maintain a good relationship as well as release boredom of their 
daily life. One cannot leave humor in one’s life. As we often face the funny things in 
daily life, it depends on someone to have sense of humor to respond with. In every 
occasion, humor is needed by everyone, such as; seminar, workshop, conference, etc.
Humor is very enjoyable. They seem enjoying it since it makes them laugh and 
relax for a moment. The main function of humor is to entertain. It is one of human’s 
needs. Besides, it gives people more than simply entertainment, it also gives them a 
wider view to this life. Humor can also convey message, social criticism and 
information. Actually, what makes humor funny to someone, is related with what it is 
the speakers said. In humor, sometimes a speaker says something, but then the hearer 
responds it differently. In that case, the reader or hearer must interpret what is 
actually implied in those utterances.
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Humor on the Readers Digest generally in the form of writings alone without 
any additional images that add to the cuteness of the humor. Writing and language 
style of emphasis preferred to let the cuteness just shaped the writing is 
understandable and well received by the readers.
Humor in Reader’s Digest is an example of humor in which the funny stuff 
comes out from what the speakers said. Humor in Reader’s Digest often makes use of 
its utterance in its dialog to make the readers laugh. Humor in Reader’s Digest 
divided into several fields, as follows; “A Day’s Work”, “Laughter the Best
Medicine” , “ Humor in Uniform” and “Life”. The researcher took them as the object 
of the study.
Humor consists of some conversational implicatures caused by violation the 
cooperative principle. Humor in Reader’s Digest is built by conversational
implicature itself, although the hearer or the reader doesn’t realize that. However,
understanding a conversational implicature is more difficult than comprehending the 
explicit meaning of an utterance, especially in this kind of discourse, which is rich in 
puns, word – play, rhyme and idiomatic expression.
The joke becomes a means of communication between people who build 
familiarity. Anyone catch the words that are spoken speak as an opponent who is 
funnier, but there are also people who are not able to judge the speech as something 
that has a meaning which is laughable. The level of people's intellect is very related to 
their ability to understand the meaning of humor. The humor discourse can easily be 
found in oral form or writing. The discourse of humor in the form of writing usually 
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wear medium books, newspapers, magazines, or in the form of propositions contained 
in the internet sites. Stubbs refers the term discourse analysis as the attempts to study 
the organization of language above the sentence or above the clause; and therefore, to
study large linguistic unit such as conversational exchanges or written text, Paul 
(2011:32). In the other hand, discourse analysis is the study of the higher-level
organization of sentences which coherent to interpret contextual meaning of the text.
The urgency of this thesis is to find out how the extent of maxim violation against the 
cooperative principle adds the humorousness as a form of submission the meaning 
that contained in jokes utterances.
The researcher realizes that sometimes, people have difficulty in understanding 
the humor expression. Moreover, the utterances in the dialog or conversation of the 
humor from Reader’s Digest, are difficult to find what is actually implied in those
utterances. It is an assumption that the violation of Cooperative Principle in a
conversation is an effective strategy to create a funny effect. The violation of
Cooperative Principle itself is a big potential to build or establish the funny effect in 
humors.
The reason of choosing Reader’s Digest of this study that it is one of the 
international magazines that published monthly and spread around the world. It 
consists of various kind of articles, i.e.; family, health, criminal, social, etc. One of 
the particle features of Reader’s Digest that becomes favorite for readers because it is 
enjoyable and interesting as well for readers to read and another reason of researcher
chose the problem of humor on the Riders Digest magazine because at the moment 
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the internet is highly developed rapidly. Today the internet is no longer just limited to 
submission of information alone, but are already widely used as a means of comfort,
for example through humors found on the internet. The researcher is interested in 
describing the conversational implicature in written humors of “Reader’s Digest”. 
This study analyzes the conversational implicature, which is derived from the 
violation of the conversation principles.
Implicature strategies are included in the verses of surah Al – Isra : 53
 َﺒِﻌﱢﻟ ُﻞﻗَو َنﺎَﻛ َنﺎَﻄْﯿ ﱠﺸﻟا ﱠِنإ ُْﻢَﮭﻨَْﯿﺑ ُغَﺰَﻨﯾ َنﺎَﻄْﯿ ﱠﺸﻟا ﱠِنإ ُﻦَﺴَْﺣأ َﻲِھ ِﻲﺘﱠﻟا ْاُﻮﻟُﻮَﻘﯾ يِدﺎ
﴿ ًﺎﻨِﯿﺒ ﱡﻣ ا ًّوُﺪَﻋ ِنﺎَﺴْﻧِِﻺﻟ٥٣﴾                                                                        
Translation:
“And tell My servants, the believers, to speak, to disbelievers, that, word, which 
is finer. For Satan indeed incites ill feeling, he makes trouble, between them, 
and Satan is indeed man’s manifest enemy, his enmity is evident.” (Al-Jalalayn 
in Hamza, 2007:302)
From the verses above people can take the lesson for using good utterance in 
their conversation to show their feeling with others. As like in the real life, people 
sometime use direct utterance or implicature strategies.
Therefore, the humor in Riders digest magazines are analyzed by using 
conversational implicature deserve to be done because the researcher analyzes the 
implicit meaning in the humor. This analysis is aimed to realize the conversational 
implicature. Finally, the researcher hopes can show the reason why the implicit 
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meaning are used in humors of Riders Digest. The readers can understand the 
speaker’s want and make them wiser in order to make good response the speaker.
B. Research Questions
In this study, the researcher would like to discuss “The Conversational
Implicature based on the cooperative Principles of Humorous Utterances in Reader’s 
Digest Magazine”, by presenting the following questions:
1. What is the maxims violated in the humor of Reader Digest Magazine?
2. How are the maxim violation of the humor in Reader Digest Magazine
viewed from conversational implicature perspective?
C. Research Objectives
The aims of this research are:
1. To find out maxims are violated in humor in the Reader Digest Magazine.
2. To explain the maxim violation of Conversational Implicature in construing
written humors.
D. Research Significances
Theoretically, the research is expected to deliver benefits for the development of 
linguistic theory and add information of research study of pragmatics particularly in
violation of the principle of cooperation in the conversation as the discipline of 
Linguistics which has focused on the meaning of the utterance which arises in a 
particular context or situation.
Practically, it is expected that learners and readers in general, become more 
aware of the importance of pragmatics in having communication to each other. It is
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also expected that people will easily recognize how important it is used in daily 
activity. Finally, this study is also meant to motivate further study on any aspects of 
conversational maxims. The analysis of pragmatics can be used to know the meaning 
implicitly in humors.
E. Research Scopes
The object of this analysis is limited to the analysis of the humorous text in 
Reader’s Digest Magazine. The analysis focuses on humor that are in the form of 
dialogues only and on the utterances, that produce humor. The jokes are taken from 
Reader’s Digest Magazine edition on May 2017. This thesis used a cooperative 
principle in implicatures which is divided into four maxims, those are quantity 
maxim, quality maxim, relation maxim and manner maxim. This analysis used the
theory of Grice conversational implicature.
8CHAPTER II
LITERATURE REVIEW
A. Previous Studies
Related to the topic in the thesis, there are some previous studies found by the 
researcher. There are three previous studies that discuss the implicature. From three 
previous studies, all of the data are analyzed using Grice’s implicature theory.
The first research is written by Muvida 2015. The title of her research is The 
Conversational Implicature That is Used by The Three Main Characters in Hotel 
Transylvania Movie. The purpose of this thesis is to describe how are the main 
characters’ utterances in the conversation analyzed by using Grice’s theory of 
conversational implicature. The result of this research consists of two points. First, 
the three main characters use both generalized conversational implicature. The 
researcher finds how the hearers’ responses of generalized conversational implicature 
utterances. The hearers usually understand the meaning of the utterances directly, so 
they make no question for confirmation but in particularized conversational 
implicature sometimes need to make a confirmation question if they do not know the 
context.
The second research is written by Fadilah 2012 entitled An Analysis of 
Implicature in ‘The Never-Ending Story’ A Film Script by Michael Ende. The 
purpose of this research is to analyze the implicature types as well as to find out 
whether the true meaning is contained in the implicature sentence in the movie "The 
Never-ending Story" by Michael Ende. This thesis discusses the types of implicatures
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which emerged from conversations the characters that were in the film ' The Never-
ending Story '. This analysis uses the theory of Grice dividing implicature into two 
types, namely implicature conversations and conventional implicature. The research 
method used is descriptive qualitative methods. From the analysis that has been done, 
and it’s found 20 implicature. Implicature that appears is found in a conversation
between Bastian and Atreyu as the main character in the film “The Never ending
Story”.
In 2015, there is a thesis entitled An Analysis of Conversational Implicature in 
A BBC ONE Television Series: SHERLOCK – “A Study in Pink” that is written by 
Ayuanda. The purpose of this thesis is to discuss the types of conversational 
implicature and the speakers’ implications from a television series Sherlock – A 
Study in Pink. The theory used in this thesis is Grice’s implicature theory. Grice 
divides conversational implicature into two types, those are generalized 
conversational implicature and particularized conversational implicature. The 
research method is a descriptive qualitative method. As the result of the research, it 
was found that there are 11 generalized conversational implicatures and 26 
particularized conversational implicatures. From the implicatures which have been 
found, there are 5 exploitations of quantity maxim, 15 exploitations of the quality 
maxim, 15 exploitations of manner maxim, and 2 violations of quantity maxim. The 
speakers use implicatures when they speak, yet the hearers can understand, it shows 
that implicature is effective enough to be used in communication.
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From three previous studies above are analyzed with the implicature theory by 
Grice. The analysis of those previous studies focuses on the conversational 
implicature and the violating of maxims. In this thesis, the researcher also uses the 
implicature theory exactly the cooperative principle from Grice. To make it different 
the researcher does not only discuss the implicature of the utterances but also explain 
the existence of conversational implicature in the discourse of humor in the utterances
of Reader Digest Magazine. The researcher uses a humor in the magazine as the data 
that is analyzed using the cooperative principle theory. The purpose of this research is 
not only to show the implicature of the utterances but also to elaborate the existence 
of conversational implicature in the discourse of humor.
B. Pertinent Ideas
1. Pragmatics
Victoria Fromkin (2003:207) said Pragmatics is concerned the interpretation 
of linguistic meaning in context. It means that what decides the choice between the 
said and the unsaid is the closeness between speaker (or writer) and the listener (or 
reader), whether physical, social, or conceptual.
Pragmatics can be concluded as a study that deals with the meaning which is 
bound with context. One of principle subjects of pragmatics that deals with how 
utterance may be interpreted differently by the listener (or reader) is implicature.
The hidden meaning is somebody’s uttering may be interpreted differently by 
the hearers. It depends on the implicit knowledge belonged by hearers, the 
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relationship between the speaker and the hearers, and the context or situation when 
the utterance occurred. The hidden meaning can be analyzed by using the theory of 
implicature in pragmatic
The importance of pragmatic is obvious. In interpreting any utterance, 
linguists must always be concerned with pragmatics. It is because an utterance should 
be comprehended in relation to the context of the situation and the context of culture 
in which it is delivered. If the context of situation and the context of culture are 
ignored, the interpretation emerges can be very different. It is clear that in 
understanding language expression, pragmatics should be involved.
From the description, it can be concluded that in studying pragmatics, one 
should emphasize the relation between language and context which language is used.
According to Alan Cruse (2006:35) Context is an essential factor in the 
interpretation of utterances and expressions. The most important aspect of context 
are: first is preceding and following utterances, second is the immediate physical 
situation, the third is the wider situation, including social and power relations, and 
knowledge presumed shared between speaker and hearer. in addition, Mey (2001:41) 
said that Context is about understanding what things are for: it is also what gives our 
utterances their true pragmatic meaning and allows them to be counted as true. about   
2. Grice’s Theory of Cooperative Principle
In pragmatics, people can study about Cooperative Principles and Politeness 
Principles. Cooperative principles itself was introduced by Grice and it is used to
maintain cooperation between the speaker and hearer during the conversation. This stage 
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can only be reached when the conversation has a clear of information and same
understanding between speaker and hearer. In pragmatics, there are many issues which 
are interesting to discuss, one of them is Grice’s conversational implicature. It is one of 
the pragmatic theories which is very influential enough in that field of study up to now. 
Grice (1975:45), In his idea, Utterances can make meanings based on what is implicated 
referring to some assumptions to the particular utterance”. What is implicated is 
formulated logically by what calls implicatures or conversational implicatures.
Then, Grice (1975:45) finds a way to understand the implicature which is called
cooperative principles which are necessary for those who want to produce and analyze 
the conversations logically. According to him, “In a conversation, logically a speaker and 
a hearer should have cooperation by using four maxims, i.e., maxim of quality, quantity, 
relevance and manner in order that one can understand what other means”. If the 
utterances do not contain one of the maxims they will not be understood by the hearer. 
These maxims are named cooperative principles.
However, in some cases the cooperative principles are sometimes floated for
various reasons like for joking or achieving politeness. Floats of the maxims happen in 
which the speaker deliberately does not explicitly show what he or she means so the four 
maxims cannot operate normally
The other from Grice is Cooperative principle is usually applied in 
conversation in order to make a cooperative conversation. Finegan (2004: 300) stated 
that there is an unspoken agreement that people will cooperate in communicating to 
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each other, and in this situation, speaker relies on this cooperation to make 
conversation efficient.
Grice says that the speaker always intends to be cooperative while speaking. 
However, sometime the speaker is not bound by any maxims in producing an 
utterance. In this case, the implicature can be found, because the speaker tries to be 
cooperative in delivering his/her intend by violating the maxim. On the other hand, 
the implicature in an utterance can be identified by violating the maxim.
In addition, Lakoff (2005: 45) defines politeness as behaviors form found in 
societies in order to avoid resistance during the interaction. Moreover, Brown and 
Levinson (in Watts, 2003: 12) define politeness as a universal phenomenon in social 
interaction especially in verbal interaction. Thus, politeness strategy can be defined as 
the way of people in using language to maintain good relationship while they are 
having interaction or communication to others. It shows how to use the language and 
conduct the conversation well.
Grice sets four maxims he called the ''conversational maxims.'' Those 
maxims can be used to describe how implicature can be derived from participants. 
For Grice, those maxims are only valid for language use that is meant to be 
informative; for instance, categories such as small talk and snap chat (Renkema, 
2004:20). Grice summarizes these maxims as follows:
a. Quantity Maxim
According to Black (2006: 29) notes that the maxim of quantity requires the 
speaker to offer an appropriate amount of information. The maxim of quantity insists 
14
                                                                 
the speaker give information that is needed and not to give uncompleted information. 
In this case, the speaker should avoid the information that is not needed and 
exaggerate. It means that the participant is hoped to state utterances that are required.
The maxim emphasizes on the amount of information given to the addresser. 
The information should be neither more nor less than required by the partner of 
speaking, unless it will violate the maxim. For illustration, let us see an example that 
applies the maxim of quantity:
A: What's your name?
B: Dien
A: Where do you live?
B: Gowa
The interlocutor's short answers could be categorized as applying the maxim 
of quantity since he only answered the question as needed by A. If B answered the 
question with longer utterances, he could have violated the maxim of quantity. It is
important to give the right amount of information, although the degree of the 'right
amount' is relative to the situation. When we talk in an interview, of course we will 
only answer as needed by the interviewer; on the other hand, we will not do the same
thing when we want to persuade someone. For example, if the situation was in a 
trade, perhaps we can see that quantity maxim is often violated. A seller's offer will 
always be more informative than actually required by buyers. The intention of the 
violation is to persuade the buyer to buy the product. The act of persuading needs a 
lot of words in order to assure the potential buyer about price, quality, guarantee, 
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spare-parts, or service. If the seller only uses a little amount of words, he probably 
will lose the opportunity to sell the computer. Accordingly, the seller would violate 
the maxim of quantity.
b. Quality Maxim
Speaker and writer are assumed to say only the truth and have proof of what 
they are saying or writing. Moreover, by filling quality maxim in conversation means 
that the speaker know that the hearer expected him to honor the maxim. Without 
maxim of quality, the other maxims will be considered as less true. Ironically, this 
maxim which makes telling a lie seems true, makes sense, and possible (Finegan, 
2004: 302). The maxim of quality requires the speaker to provide information that 
can be justified the truth. The speaker is expected to not utter a false case; even the 
case cannot be proven the truth. In the maxim of quality, the speaker is required to 
give the utterances that have a factual truth. In uttering something, the speaker is 
insisted on saying the fact based on the real situation which happened. The fact must 
be supported by the adequate evidence. 
This maxim emphasizes in the truth condition of the contribution. If the
contribution is untrue or lack of evidence, it violates the maxim. For example; it can 
be seen a conversation in which a participant violates the maxim.
A: What’s your job?
B:  a lecture
A: Where do you live?
B: Samata
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Lecture: Can you prove your innocence?
Student: No, Sir. Only God knows my innocence.
Assume this, if in the first conversation, B has lied to A. It supposes his real
job is a lecture, not singer, and he lives in Samata, not in Jakarta. By doing such as 
things, B has violated the maxim of quality. The second example shows how the 
inability to give adequate evidence for important thing can lead into violating quality 
maxim. Study these following examples:
“Smoking damages your health”
The contribution above is qualitatively true because the speaker believes he
has enough evidence that it does. It is true that smoking can damage our health.
Many smoking people have been attacked by many diseases, such as lung disease,
etc. This contribution obeys the maxim of quality.
The capital of Indonesia is Gowa
The capital of Indonesia is Jakarta.
The contribution above is not cooperative because we know that is not true.
He appears to be violating the maxim of Quality; there must be a reason for him
saying something patently false. People knew that "The capital of Indonesia is
Jakarta" So that, the following contribution in the first statement obeys the maxim of 
quality and cooperative.
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c. Relation Maxim
This maxim obliges the speaker and the listener to organize their utterances 
in such a way as to ensure their relation to the conversational exchange. Finch (2003:
158). The maxim of relation shows that the speakers try to make their utterances in 
order to be related to the context. Besides, the hearer should be cooperative with the 
context of the speaker. Therefore, both the speaker and the hearer are expected to 
give the relevant contribution about something which is uttered.
Strong relevance means that the hearer / reader doesn't have to do hard effort 
to infer the meaning from an ostensive stimulus. In other words, the hearer should not 
do hard effort to decode the meaning, for example:
A: Where's my draft?
B: It's on the drawer in the living room.
The other hand, if the participant needs more hard effort to infer the meaning, 
it has a weak relevance, for example:
A: Where's my draft?
B: I saw the children in your room this morning.
By saying less relevant answer, as B's answer, the hearer / reader (A) should 
understand the context of communication. The inference that could be taken from in 
the second example is the children might have taken the draft of when A was not in 
the place.
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d. Manner Maxim
This maxim is mostly related to how what is said is to be said. It requires the 
speaker and the listener to give brief and orderly information and also avoid obscurity 
and ambiguity, Cruse (2000:360). The maxim of manner is connected with the 
problems in using language. By using the language, the speaker must utter something 
directly, clearly, and unambiguously. 
The obscurity or unclear contribution can be seen as follows:
A: Do you want to eat meatball?
B: Well .... yes and no.
B's answer is obscure and might make A think that B has trouble to make
firm decision. The ambiguity of contribution can be seen as follows:
A: Where were you born?
B: I was born in Ujung Pandang
A: Which part?
B: All of me.
B's answer is ambiguous because A asked him what part of Ujung Pandang
he was born, not the part of body. In this case, B has made a joke to A by giving an
ambiguous answer.
The contribution also should be brief and does not use long explanation as
seen in the following example:
Ika : Hey, what is “Kepo” in english?
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Afni: Kepo is a person who tries to want to know all of the people business 
and always ask about something even very detail. Do you understand 
me?
Ika : No
Afni's answer is too long for her friend to understand, which is ironical to
what he actually wanted to explain. Instead of explaining the definition of what
“Kepo” is.
According to Andrew Radford (2009:397) “The point of the Co-operative 
principle and the maxims is not to tell people how to behave, of course. The point is 
that speakers are permitted to flout the maxims in order to convey something over 
and above the literal meaning of the utterance. .... it is useful to have some way of 
referring to the kind of preposition that a speaker intends to convey in this implicit 
fashion, and the standard term for this is conversational implicature. The implicature 
is conversational because it only arises in an appropriate conversational context.
The researcher concluded that the quote is not a principle of cooperation 
principles dictating how someone does the conversation. Maxim on the principle of 
cooperation can be broken to convey information in accordance with the speech or 
outside of the speech.
3. Implicature
Gillian Brown (2012:31) said “The term implicature uses by Grice to account 
for what a speaker can imply, suggest or mean, as distinct from what speaker literally 
says.” Based on the description of the implicature can be said that implicature is part 
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of the pragmatics and have characteristics most comes from conventional speech 
produced by the speakers and interlocutor in a certain context and his attitude towards 
the principle of cooperation of maxims.
According to John Stuart Mill (2010:1), Implicatures means “all about one 
simple idea: that speakers convey information not only by what they say, but also by 
what they do not say. In other words, the utterances have the meaning by describing 
more or less meaning, not right or wrong. Sometimes the speakers give the unclear 
utterances to the hearers because they want to the hearers to interpret the utterances 
by themselves.
Implicature is a component of speaker meaning that constitutes an aspect of 
what is meant in a speaker’s utterance without being part of what is said5. In other 
hand, the speaker intends to communicate is more invisible than the speaker directly
expresses. Horn, (2005:3)
As Grice states that what people say and what people mean are often 
different matters. So that the listener need to understand a knowledge of four maxim 
that allows listener to draw inferences about the speaker’s intention and implied 
meaning. The meaning conveyed by speaker and recovered as a result of the listener 
inferences, is known as conversational implicature. There are cooperative principle of 
conversation and elaborated in four sub-principle called maxim which defined by 
Grice such as maxim of quality, maxim of quantity, maxim of relevance, and maxim 
of manner, Joan Cutting (2002:36). In the using of language every day, people often 
use conversational implicature to express a specific purpose, Jacob (2001:45)
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4. Theory of Implicature
Implicature is a process of interpretation the meaning based on the situation and 
context. What a speaker implicates is a matter of his communicative intention in uttering 
the sentence. Thomas (2014:57) divided implicature into; Conventional and 
Conversational;
a. Conventional Implicature 
According to Grice, conventional implicature is the implicature that have 
conventional meaning of the word used. So conventional implicatures are associated with 
specific words and result in additional conveyed. According to Yule (2012:31) 
conventional implicatures do not have to occur in conversation, and they do not depend 
on special context for their interpretation. Example:
X: Yuli is from Makassar.
Y: Therefore, she is brave.
b. Conversational Implicature
According to Saul (2010:180) Conversational implicatures are, among other 
things, claims that audiences are required to assume the speaker to believe, in order to 
make sense of the speaker's utterances. Because of this they are claims that the 
audiences should arrive at, but may not. So Conversational implicature is the 
utterances which the speakers convey that are above and beyond the literal meaning 
of the words that they speak. It is generated by general rules of conversation, as 
applied to a particular conversational circumstance. It requires speakers to reason not 
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only in terms of their language but also their understanding of the context and each 
other's goals and intentions. We can see in an example:
Agus: I hope you brought the coffee and the sugar.
Firman: Ah, I brought the coffee
From the example above, Firman only say that he brought the coffee. Firman 
intends that Agus can interpret that what is not mentioned was not brought. In this 
case, Firman has conveyed more that he said. That is called a conversational 
implicature.
For Example:
X: Can you tell me the time?
Y: Well, the cobbler has come.
It can be shown that the time asked by (X) has passed. We can see from the 
answer (Y). (X) has known in what time the cobbler usually goes through. There is 
no correlation between the question (X) and the respond (Y). The meaning of 
utterance (Y) is implicit.
Conversational implicature could be divided into two categories, those are 
generalized conversational implicature and particularized conversational implicature.
5. Generalized and Particularized implicatures
According to Levinson, (2000:1) Generalized conversational implicature 
arises when the hearer did not understand the context of utterance and the implicature
that implied by the speaker’s utterance. Utterance types meanings are matter of 
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preferred interpretations. The generalized conversational implicature can be seen as 
the following example:
Yuli: What is that?
Ime: I found money
The dialogue above is a kind of generalized conversational implicature 
because no special background knowledge of the context of utterance is required in 
order to make the necessary inference.
Particularized conversational implicature strongly depends on context. 
Context is so important in order to infer right implicature. Most of the time, the 
conversations take place in very specific context in which locally recognized 
inferences is assumed. Some inferences are required to work out the conveyed 
meanings which result from particularized conversational implicature. The 
particularized conversational implicature can be seen in the following example:
Dedi: Hey, coming to the party tonight?
Rian: My parents are visiting.
In order to make Rian’s response relevant, Dedi has to draw on some 
assumed knowledge that one college student in this setting expects another to have. 
Rian will be spending that evening with his parents, and time spent with parents is 
quiet, consequently Rian is not at the party.
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6. Non-Observance the maxims
However, there are many occasions, when people fail to observe the maxims, 
for example, they are incapable of speaking clearly or because they deliberately 
choose to lie. According to Grice in Jenny Thomas, there are five ways of failing to 
observe a maxim, they are:
a. A flouting a maxim 
A flout occurs when a speaker obviously fails to observe a maxim at the level 
of what is said, with the deliberate intention of generating an implicature (Thomas, 
2013: 64). Grundy (2000:76) states ‘Whenever a maxim is flouted there must be an 
implicature to save the utterance from simply appearing to be a faulty contribution to 
a conversation’. Cutting (2002: 37) asserts that flouting occurs when speakers are not 
abiding by the maxim, but listeners are expected to know the hidden meaning.
Maxims can be flouted for various reasons such as to create irony or humor 
as well as to avoid an uncomfortable situation. The purpose of flouting is to alert the 
listener to the speaker’s intention to communicate more than what is stated. 
According to Riemer (2010:120), flouting is the most important category of non-
observance of maxims since it is the only category that generates an implicature.
Let’s see the following example:
Rachel: Wow! How are you?!
Ross: Good-good, I’m-I’m married. (Shows her his ring).
From the dialogue above, we can see that Ross’ response in Rachel’s
question appears to flout the maxim of quantity. He gives superfluous information to 
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Rachel’s question. He should just answer the question by saying, “Good-good, I’m 
fine”. However, he flouts the maxim of Quantity by giving addition information, 
which has no relation with the question. Then it seems that he flouts the maxim of 
Relevance as well. The answer “I’m- I’m married” appears having no relation with 
the question “How are you?”. However, Ross states that information in order to 
show off his marriage to Rachel. The reason for his utterance is that Rachel knows 
that he ever loved her in the past and she rejected him. Therefore, he gives that 
information.!
b. Violating a maxim 
Riemer (2010:120) argues that maxim violation takes place when a speaker 
deliberately wants to mislead the listener, for example: s/he may deliberately choose 
to lie, Archer, Aijmer, & Wichmann, (2012:52). Violation may hinder 
communication, but it does not lead to implicature. A violation happens when a 
speaker quietly and unostentatiously violates a maxim. For example:
There is a woman sitting on a park bench and a dog is lying in front of her:
Man: Does your dog bite?
Woman: No.
Man: (The man reaches down to pet the dog. The dog bites the man’s hand.) 
Ouch! Hey! You said your dog doesn’t bite.
Woman: He doesn’t. But that’s not my dog.
From the dialogue above, the woman violates the quantity maxim by giving 
insufficient information to the man. Judging by the context of the speech event, the 
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woman knows that the man is talking about the dog in front of her, not her dog at 
home, yet she does not provide enough information to make the event funny.
c. Infringing a maxim 
It happens when a speaker who, with no intention of generating an
implicature and with no intention of deceiving, fails to observe a maxim. In other 
words, the speaker has a lack of ability to express his intention (Marina Alexandra, 
2014: 74). For instance:
We do not want no education. (double negative).
d. Opting out a maxim
S/he may say, for example, ‘I can’t say more, my lips are sealed’, which 
means that it is a secret and the speaker does not want to tell anyone Archer (2012: 
52) and Chapman, (2011:78). A speaker opts out of observing a maxim by indicating 
unwillingness to cooperate in the way maxim requires when the speaker cannot, 
perhaps for legal or ethical reasons, reply in the way normally expected. 
7. Humor
In daily conversation people in expressing intentions and ideas to their 
partner are sometimes put humor in it, to reduce the tensions that exist around them.
Humor as a condition or sign that can cause laugh is a common part of everyday life. 
Humor can be found everywhere, and it does not regard any social class, educational 
background and level of human intelligence. Humor exists in all class of society, in 
villages or cities. Humor is conducted by individuals or groups to utter their feelings 
of distress and aims to reduce the tensions that exist around them. Different people 
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will not necessarily find the same things equally funny. The ability to enjoy humor is 
universal.
According to Fernández and Fontecha (2008:33) humor is a kind of 
communicating events in which language and culture blended to create joyful 
atmosphere. People use language to create humor. The effect of the humorous 
utterances can be varied; from frown to hilarious laugh. Even though culture also 
takes part in creating effective humor, the use of language is also central. According 
to Scarpetta dan Spagnolli (2009:2) context plays important parts to produce laughter. 
To ensure the humor can create happiness instead of dullness, insult, or anger, the 
speakers can follow what so called Cooperative Principle by Grice (1975).
Humor began as a Latin word “humorem” which means liquid or fluid. In 
physiology, the word humor is used to refer to the fluids or the liquid of the body for, 
instance, aquatic and vitreous humors of the eye. Hippocrates, the Greek physician, 
who said to be the father of medicine, mentioned the four basic fluids, i.e. ‘humors’ 
of the body; blood, phlegm, black bite, and yellow bite. Martin, (2007:20).
Moreover, humor is produced by the thought that there is a mistake, but one 
which is not bad or harmful. This then produces laughter and good feelings. Once the 
mistake is seen to be harmful, it is no longer humorous. For example, we laugh if 
someone slips on a banana peel, but stop laughing if a leg is broken. Thus, for 
something to be humorous, we must not take the mistake seriously, or as being bad. If 
we are too serious (a negative emotion), we will not laugh at a joke.
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Based on the form, humor can be classified into two types. They are verbal
and nonverbal humor. According to Dynel (2009:1284) put it verbal humour is “that 
produced by means of language or text. Verbal humor is a humor presented by words. 
While nonverbal humor is a humor presented by movement or picture. Based on the
presentation, the humor classification creates trichotomy i.e. verbal humor, written
humor, and cartoon. The verbal humor is presented by words, a cartoon is presented 
by picture and writing, and written humor that I take as the data of the study is
presented in writing.
8. Written Humor in Reader’s Digest
Reader’s Digest is one of the international magazines that spread in the world. It 
was founded in 1922 by Lila Bell Wallace and De witt Wallace. It is in New York.
Reader’s Digest magazine has the largest paid circulation in the world – bigger than the 
next three largest magazines combined. Nearly 100 million people read it each month. 
Reader’s Digest is published all over the world. There are 49 editions, in 19 languages. It 
is monthly edition and consists of the various articles, i.e.; family, health, criminal, 
social, etc. One of the particle features of Reader’s Digest that liked by readers is humor. 
It enjoys full and interesting for readers to read. The humor in Reader’s Digest divided 
into several fields, as follows; “A Day’s Work”, “Laughter is the Best Medicine”, “As 
Kids See it” and “Life’s Like That”
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CHAPTER III
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
This chapter consists of Research Method, Data search, Research Instrument, Data
Collection Procedures, and Data Analysis Techniques.
A. Research Method 
In this research, the researcher used the descriptive method, because the 
researcher described the data analyses based on the implicature theory in humor 
utterances in Rider’s Digest Magazine to find out the result of the research. This 
study used “Descriptive qualitative method because it tried to describe the 
phenomena of Conversational Implicature in terms of Cooperative Principle.
The researcher made conclusion through the collected data that are described 
before. Moreover, the qualitative research method emphasized on analysis with the 
scientific approach.
According to Merriam: (2009:5) “Qualitative researchers are interested in 
understanding how people interpret their experiences, how they construct their words, 
and what meaning they attribute to their experiences.”
This study used qualitative research because it tried to describe data that can be 
observed. Researcher worked directly or into a major key in doing research and also 
interpreted the experience, a word that produced.
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B.  Data Source
The researcher chooses the joke in the humorous text in Reader’s Digest in the 
form of dialogue only, the source data are collected from Reader’s Digest on May
2017. The data are utterances jokes that contained humorous effect. The humor in
Reader’s Digest divided into several fields, as follows; “All in a Day’s Work”, 
“Laughter is the Best Medicine”, and “Life’s Like That”.
C.  Research Instrument
The researcher used note taking as an instrument of this research to collect the 
data. Friedman (2014:28) says that note-taking is an acquired skill which improves 
the researcher learning and saving of information in a variety of domains and 
subjects. In order to find the data easily, the research will make some notes to classify 
the important units or part of the joke that related to the problem and objective of the 
research. 
D.  Data Collection Procedures 
The researcher uses the techniques analysis to collect the data. 
These were steps in collecting the data.
1. Reading jokes from several kinds of jokes like Holiday jokes and Family 
jokes of the humorous text in Reader’s Digest magazine.
2. Selecting jokes of the magazine.
3. Checklist jokes only in the dialogues containing conversational implicature. 
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E.  Data Analysis Techniques
After obtaining the data, the next step to be conducted is data analysis which is 
significant part of the study. The analysis conducts through several steps:
1. Identify speech in violation of the principle of cooperation by Grice 
2. Classify the offence into the breach maxim quantity, quality, relation and 
manner. 
3. Then determine the existence of implicature conversation as supporting 
humor discourse in Rider’s Digest magazine with rests on the theory of 
cooperative principles.
4. The last is make a conclusion.
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CHAPTER IV
FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS
Finding and discussions describe the data which were collected from the 
analysis of humorous in Reader Digest Magazine. The discussion was organized 
based on the research question which underpinned the study. The first sub heading 
presents the discussion of the research. 
A. Findings 
After analyzing the conversation of humorous, the researcher found all 
maxims of cooperative principle in conversation of humorous in Reader’s Digest 
Magazine. They are Violation of maxim of Quantity, maxim of quality, maxim of 
relation and maxim of manner. The researcher also proves the existence of 
conversational implicature in the humor.
NO. Violated Maxims Conversation
1. Quantity Maxim 1,2
2. Quality Maxim 3,4,5
3. Relation Maxim 6
4. Manner Maxim 7,8,9
5. Quantity Maxim and Quality Maxim 10
6. Quality Maxim and Relation Maxim 11
7. Manner Maxim and Quantity maxim 12
Figure 4.1: Violated Maxims in Reader’s Digest Magazine
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The findings are described as follows:
1. Violation of Maxims
a. Violation of Maxim of Quantity
Black (2006: 29) the maxim of quantity requires the speaker to offer an 
appropriate amount of information. The maxim of quantity insists the speaker give 
information that is needed and not to give uncompleted information. In this case, the 
speaker should avoid the information that is not needed and exaggerate. It means that 
the participant is hoped to state utterances that are required.
The maxim emphasizes on the amount of information given to the addresser. 
The information should be neither more nor less than required by the partner of 
speaking, unless it will violate the maxim. The violation of maxim of quantity can be 
seen in the following extract: 
Extract 1:
QUEUE JUMPER: The scene is a ticket line at a theme park.
Customer: My son wants to go on the ride. There are a tonne of people 
in the way.
        Me : You need to wait in line like everyone else, madam. May I 
interest you in getting a Fast Pass?
Customer: (shouting) Just take me and my son to the front!
Me : If I let you go to the front of the line, then I’d have to let 
everyone go to the front of the line.
Customer: Then why don’t you do that?
Source: notalwaysright.com
The context of conversation in extract 1 above is between the writer and the 
Customer with her son in ticket line at a theme park where so many customers make a 
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queue, because the Customer feel tired and she’s forced by her son to go on the ride 
“My son wants to go on the ride. There are a ton of people in the way”. So, she asks 
to the writer to take her and her son to be the first on the line but the writer said “If I 
let you go to the front of the line, then I’d have to let everyone go to the front of the 
line” It means the writer refuses the request of the customer, then the customer 
become angrier and said: (shouting) Just take me and my son to the front! Then the 
writer tries to make the customer understand that the writer have to be fear with 
others visitors, but the strange thing is the customer care less about it and still force 
the writer and said “Then why don’t you do that?”. 
This utterance violates quantity maxim because he gives contribution more 
informative than it is required. Actually, the customer asks the writer to take them to 
be the first of line. However, the writer gives long answer. He should answer, “Can” 
or “Cannot” to the customer.
The utterance which violates quantity maxim causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation above can be concluded that the humor is 
interpreted through what is on Customer’s mind about queue. In her opinion, to solve 
the problem is the writer have to take them into the first line because she is in hurry. 
So, she asks to the writer and said “why don’t you do that?”, she thinks if the writer 
does, there is nothing bad happen but actually the customer broke the role and it can 
be show the anger of the others of visitor, but the writer didn’t do that because it’s 
disobey the rule of visitors.
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The humorous part can be seen from Customer’s innocent question when the 
writer tells to her to understand but she just replied angrily and careless about 
something happen later. She thinks that is the good idea to take her into the first line.
Extract 2: SWEET NOTHINGS
My husband gave me a beautiful anniversary card that had lovely art
and heartfelt verses. Wiping away a tear, I said, 
“This is the sweetest card I’ve ever received.”
“Really?” he said, grinning broadly. “What does it say?”
SUBMITTED BY MARY WEBSTER
When anniversary moment the writer is given by her husband a beautiful 
anniversary card which has lovely art and heartfelt verses, on account highly affected 
by an emotion and extremely happy she drops her tear and said “This is the sweetest 
card I’ve ever received.” A full of statement that can be represent her feeling how 
happy she is, but her husband tries to tease her and said “Really? What does it say?”.
From the humor of conversation in extract 3 above, it can be seen that the 
husband feels so curious with his wife statement’s “This is the sweetest card I’ve ever 
received.” when his wife receives anniversary card from him. In addition, that 
statement is said while his wife wiping away her tear. That utterance violates quantity 
maxim because he gives contribution more informative than it is required. His wife 
just said statement that doesn’t need broadly response from him.
The utterance which violates maxim of quantity causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation above can be concluded that he really 
interested knowing his wife’s utterance about anniversary card. His utterance 
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“Really? What does it say?” does not mean that he really wants to know what the 
card jus said. That utterance is funny expression of his wife because he never 
imagined about the respond of his wife is very startling him.
b. Violation of Maxim of Quality 
Speaker and writer are assumed to say only the truth and have proof of what 
they are saying or writing. Moreover, by filling quality maxim in conversation means 
that the speaker know that the hearer expected him to honor the maxim. Without 
maxim of quality, the other maxims will be considered as less true. Ironically, this 
maxim which makes telling a lie seems true, makes sense, and possible (Finegan, 
2004: 302). The maxim of quality requires the speaker to provide information that 
can be justified the truth. The speaker is expected to not utter a false case; even the 
case cannot be proven the truth. In the maxim of quality, the speaker is required to 
give the utterances that have a factual truth. In uttering something, the speaker is 
insisted on saying the fact based on the real situation which happened. The fact must 
be supported by the adequate evidence. The violation of maxim of quality can be seen 
in the following extract:
Extract 3: From the Archives
It was Saturday evening and I was waiting for a friend in front of a store on 
our local Main Street. Nearby stood a cowboy in boots and Stetson, beside 
him a small boy who was a junior-sized version of him. The child stared for 
a time into the shop window, which featured a display of brassieres, and 
then asked: “What are those, Daddy?” The cowboy turned his head briefly 
to look, then drawled, “Well, son, they’re kinda like holsters.”
SUBMITTED BY GILBERT DOUGLAS
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When Saturday evening in front of the store on local Main Street, there were 
stood a cowboy in boots and Stetson, beside him a small boy who was a junior-sized 
version of him. At the time the child stared into the shop window and saw the 
featured a display of brassieres and then asked to his dad “What are those, Daddy?”.
The daddy turned his head briefly to look, then drawled, turned his head briefly to 
look, then drawled, “Well, son, they’re kinda like holsters.”
Daddy utterances “Well, son, they’re kinda like holsters.” in humor 
conversation above has a declarative function which describes what the little boy 
have seen in the shop window. Daddy’s utterance violates maxim of quality since he 
gives or makes contribution that isn’t true and isn’t appropriate with the evidence or 
the fact. He should tell the daughter with the correct answer. The little man asked his 
daddy about the strange thing he seen, however his daddy lied of the answer because 
his daddy know that he is too young to know about featured a display of brassieres, 
that’s why his daddy’s reason “Well, son, they’re kinda like holsters.”
The utterance which violates maxim of quality causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation above can be concluded that the little boy 
assumes and believe his daddy’s answer. 
Extract 4: SOURCE BOTTLE
While on holiday in Scotland, I noticed a touristy joke bottle for sale 
with the words “Real Scottish Mist” printed on it.
when I looked at it and turned it upside-down, it read: “Made in China”.
SUBMITTED BY STUART COLLINSON
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When the writer on holiday in Scotland, he saw and paying attention to the 
joke bottle for sale with the words “Real Scottish Mist” printed on it. But how 
surprised him found “Made in China” when he turned upside-down the bottle. He 
feels cheated of the written, because we know China is one of the best seller to 
produce their own production until all over the world, that’s why sometimes we 
found things or product of that famous producer country.
From the humor of conversation in extract 4 above, it can be seen that 
actually the bottle written made in China when the Scotland claims the bottle made 
by them. For the writer that written is a confusing statement. It can be seen from the 
words “Real Scottish Mist”, but in other side of bottle written made by China. It 
violates maxim of quality since it has unreal written. That they gave wrong 
information. He does not tell clearly which part of the bottle made by Scotland or if 
made by china no need to write Real Scottish Mist.
The Scotland’s utterance through the written in a bottle which violates 
manner maxim causes conversational implicature. The inference of the violation can 
be concluded that the Scotland want the tourist who visit their country buy souvenir 
from the country. Besides that, the Scotland want show something unique from their 
country and made by themselves.
Extract 5: BACK IT UP
Having just been driven home in a taxi from a night out at a bar, a man 
asked the taxi driver how much the fare was. “$10.50,” the driver said.
Finding only $10 in his pocket, the man asked the driver, “Could you
reverse back a bit?”
SUBMITTED BY ANDREW MCNAMEE
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In one night, just has been arrived from night out bar, a man asked the taxi 
driver about how much the fare was, then the driver said “$10.50,” while he was 
looking for money in his pocket and only found $10, because his money is not 
enough to pay the fare so he asked the driver while saying “Could you reverse back a 
bit?”
From the humor of conversation in extract 10 above violates the maxim of 
quality, it can be seen that the man does not explain the reason why he asked driver to 
reverse back. The man just said “Could you reverse back a bit?” in data above has 
declarative function. That utterance describes the man has money less than “$10.50. 
that’s why he looks for another reason to deceive the driver.
The man’s utterance which violates manner maxim causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that the man asks the 
driver because he afraid and shy because he cannot pay the fare that the driver gave 
him.
c. Violation of Maxim of Relation
This maxim obliges the speaker and the listener to organize their utterances 
in such a way as to ensure their relation to the conversational exchange. Finch (2003: 
158). The maxim of relation shows that the speakers try to make their utterances in 
order to be related to the context. Besides, the hearer should be cooperative with the 
context of the speaker. Therefore, both the speaker and the hearer are expected to 
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give the relevant contribution about something which is uttered. The violation of 
maxim of relation can be seen in the following extract:
Extract 6: CONDOLENCES NOT REQUIRED
Shortly after our morning assembly, a kindergarten pupil arrived at my 
office door. Earnest and excited, he announced at the top of his voice, “My
grandma is dead.” To which I replied, “I’m very sorry, John, I shall 
telephone your mother.” At which point he turned on his heel and was gone. 
Within a matter of seconds, he was back. Now even more earnest and excited 
he announced, at the top of his voice, “It’s alright, sir. She knows.”
SUBMITTED BY DON O’TOOLE
Unforgettable moment in the morning when the writer in the school, a 
kindergarten pupil reaches at his office door, with a serious and excited expression 
the pupil announced at the top of his voice “My grandma is dead.” To which the 
writer replied, “I’m very sorry, John, I shall telephone your mother.” After announced 
it the pupil he turned and his heel and was gone, but within a matter of seconds the 
pupil was back to the office and now even more earnest and excited he announced at 
high voice “It’s alright, sir. She knows.”
The utterance “I’m very sorry, John, I shall telephone your mother.”  in 
humor above has an assertive function which means the writer feel guilty cause he 
late to know the information and the writer intends to call his mom up to utter 
condolences, but the pupil misunderstood about the intends of the writer, the pupil 
thinks that the writer want to call his mom up to tell the same announced that he has 
told the writer which is his grandma is dead, that’s why he replied and said “It’s 
alright, sir. She knows.”. That utterance violates relation maxim because she gives a 
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feedback to the writer which has no relationship with the topic discussing. It happens 
because he does not really know the concept of the statement which said by the writer 
to him. Actually, the writer wants to give some condolence to his family.
The utterance which violates relation maxim causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that the pupil complains 
or protests to the writer. He thinks that the writer does not understand about his 
announced and she want to assert the writer for not call his mom up because she has 
known but actually he lost the writer means.
d. Violation of Maxim of Manner
This maxim is mostly related to how what is said is to be said. It requires the 
speaker and the listener to give brief and orderly information and also avoid obscurity 
and ambiguity, Cruse (2000:360). The maxim of manner is connected with the 
problems in using language. By using the language, the speaker must utter something 
directly, clearly, and unambiguously. The violation of maxim of manner can be seen 
in the following extract:
Extract 7: HARD OF HAIRING
I was in line to pay at a store when a little girl said, 
“You have nice hair!”
“Thank you very much,” I said.
She then asked, “Is it yours?”
SUBMITTED BY K.N.
The context of conversation in extract 8 above is between the writer and the 
little girl in line to pay at store, Suddenly, a little girl said to the writer with 
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compliment tone “You have nice hair!” then the writer reply “Thank you very much”
but in the last conversation the writer is very amazed with the little girl because she 
asks the writer “Is it yours?” that means the little girl said in indirect utterance the 
unbelievable sign from her. 
The humorous part can be seen from little girl’s innocent question to the 
writer about his hair “Is it yours?”. In her opinion, the hair it is not her cause the little 
girl thinks the writer impossible has a pretty hair. It violates manner maxim. The little 
girl gives contribution of utterance that isn’t clear (ambiguous), He doesn’t give 
straightforward question to the writer. Actually, the little girl is too curious and ask 
the writer and doesn’t mean to make the writer feel uncomfortable. Avoiding it does 
not violate the manner maxim; The little girl should not give the ambiguous question 
one.
The utterance which violates manner maxim causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that he really curios 
about the hair and eager to make sure that is the hair of the writer.
Extract 8: STEPS MOTHER
I’ve started wearing a tracker to count my daily steps, and the first time I 
made it to 9899 steps in one day, I proudly showed the device to my stepson.
“Not bad,” he said. “But you’d better keep walking You’re looking at it 
upside-down.” 
SUBMITTED BY JENNY JOHNSON 
When the writer started wearing a tracker to count her daily steps and for the 
first time she made it to 9899 steps in one day, so she proudly showed the device to 
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her stepson because she thinks it’s too spectacular, but she astonishes when hear her 
stepson’s statement “Not bad,” he said. “But you’d better keep walking You’re 
looking at it upside-down.”
From the humor of conversation in extract 9 above, it can be seen that her 
stepson does not explain his intense by said “But you’d better keep walking You’re 
looking at it upside-down.”  in data above has declarative function. That utterance 
describes the writer’s step is still less of perfect. It violates manner maxim since her 
stepson gives contribution which is not brief. The answer of her stepson is 
unnecessary prolixity of information. Actually, the writer needs the good feedback 
from him. However, he teases her with his utterance.
Her stepson’s utterance which violates manner maxim causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that he just teases his 
step mother. He tells her that there is no something special with her count step.
Extract 9:  DON’T EVEN FINK IT
The family were at my in-laws and, as we sat down to lunch, my daughter
asked for a glass of water. Her grandmother reminded her, “You have to say
the P-word.” Her little brother helped her out, saying, “Please.” And she
got her glass of water. My son then said, “Now you’ve got to say the F
word.” There was a deadly hush as we all exchanged rather embarrassed
looks. “Fank you!” he finished.
SUBMITTED BY ABIGAIL GEORGE
When the writer in her family in-laws at the lunch moment, suddenly her 
daughter asked for a glass of water. Her grandmother reminded her, “You have to say 
the P-word.” And the purpose of grandmother reminds her that she always have to 
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learn about the politeness. Then her little brother helped her out on saying “Please.” 
and finally she got her glass of water. After helped his sister, he directly asks his 
sister and said, “Now you’ve got to say the F-word.” In saying that statement all of 
the family were directly getting quiet and look embarrassed cause the family didn’t 
know exactly what he means about “F-word”, then he answers by himself with 
spontaneous expression “Fank you!” he finished.
From the humor of conversation in extract 9 above, it can be seen that the 
utterance “Fank you” has assertive function since it is meant to assert that her sister’s 
turn that have to say thank you to him because he has helped her to get a glass of 
water with say “please” then their child usually uses courteous language at home. 
That utterance violates of manner of maxim because she gives information which has 
unclear about the topic discussing. It happens because she does not really know the 
first letter of the sentence. Actually, he wants to say Thank you.
The utterance which violates manner of maxim causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that the writer’s son 
thinks the Fank is the Thank. Because of her age who still four years old, she cannot 
say a word correctly. She wants to say Thank you but he directly said Fank You.
e. Violation of Maxim of Quantity and maxim of Quality
Extract 10: INNOCENCE IS BLISS
One evening at dinner, my six-year old niece turned to her dad and said,
“Dad, when I grow up I’m going to marry you.”
I laughed until her mum said to her, 
“Don’t make the same mistake I made.” 
SUBMITTED BY ISAIAH INMAN
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One evening when the writer diner with her family, suddenly her six-year 
old niece turned to her dad and said “Dad, when I grow up I’m going to marry you.” 
Then Every single people hear that funny statement were laugh include the writer but 
her mum directly said to her “Don’t make the same mistake I made.”
From the humor of conversation in extract 2 above, it can be seen that the 
writer’s niece said something to her dad as mean utterance how much she loves her 
dad and she want a man loves her like her dad do to her but her mum has a different 
view and feeling about her daddy, her mum through her statement actually want to 
say that daddy it’s not a man as kind as she thinks and she will be disappointed when 
she got a man like her daddy cause. This utterance violates a quality maxim because 
the little girl said “Dad, when I grow up I’m going to marry you.” Her utterance 
doesn’t make a sense, she gives or makes contribution that isn’t true and isn’t 
appropriate either with the evidence or the fact because how come the little girl will 
marry her daddy, however through her utterance there is implied meaning. Then the 
utterances above violated the quantity maxim because her mum give contribution 
more informative than it is required. Actually, the little girl just say statement and 
didn’t need respond from any people moreover her mum.
The utterance which violates quantity maxim and quality maxim causes 
conversational implicature. The inference of the violation above can be concluded 
that her mum gives a statement “Don’t make the same mistake I made.” for remind 
her daughter that her daddy it’s not like a man in her dream.
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f. Violation of maxim of Quality and maxim of Relation
Extract 11:  UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLE
Teacher   : “If I gave you two cats and another two cats and another two, 
how many would you have?”
Johnny : “Seven.”
Teacher   : “No, listen carefully. If I gave you two cats and another two cats 
and another two, how many would you have?”
Johnny : “Seven.”
Teacher  : “Let me put it to you this way, if I gave you two apples and 
another two apples and another two, how many would you 
have?”
Johnny : “Six.”
Teacher  : “Good. Now, if I gave you two cats and another two cats and 
another two, how many would you have?”
Johnny : “Seven!”
Teacher : “Johnny, where on Earth are you getting seven from?”
Johnny : “Because I’ve already got a flaming cat!” 
Source: laughfactory.com
An uncertainty principle come from the student Johnny when the teacher 
gave question to him in the classroom, the math question analysis by the teacher that 
is “If I gave you two cats and another two cats and another two, how many would you 
have?” then Johnny answer it “Seven.”. Afterwards, the teacher repeats the same 
question because his answer is wrong, However the student gives the same answer. 
Later, when the teacher change “cat” to “apple” as subject of the question, Johnny 
answer it correctly. So, the teacher tries to change the subject back as a cat, with 
enthusiast expression Johnny give indefinitely answer “Seven!”. Hearing Johnny’s 
answer the teacher give up and ask him the reason of his answer, then Johnny said 
because I have already got a flaming cat or he already have one so if the teacher give 
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him six cats, he will have seven cats in his home so that’s why every time he was 
asked by the teacher he answer it “seven”.
In conversation above, Johnny violated the maxim of quality about his 
statement that is not gives contribution that is not true and is not appropriate with the 
evidence or the fact. Actually, the answer is “six” however he answers it “seven”. It 
can be seen from the utterance “If I gave you two cats and another two cats and 
another two, how many would you have?”. Another utterance “Because I’ve already 
got a flaming cat!” has declarative function which describe Johnny in reality has 
another cat in his home, he tries to answer the teacher question’s honestly. It violates 
maxim of relevance because he does not answer the question which is available in 
questionnaire appropriately. The teacher wants the students give response or answer 
to the question “If I gave you two cats and another two cats and another two, how 
many would you have?” appropriately. But Johnny give response based on his reality 
not based on the teacher’s question on that time.
The utterance which violates maxim of relevance and quality maxim because 
conversational implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that 
Johnny has another cat at home so he mentions it when the teacher gave him 
question. he does not mention exactly the real answer from the question.
g. Violation of maxim of Manner and maxim of Quantity
Extract 12:  LOVE AT BURST SIGHT
The ophthalmologist’s very cute assistant was examining my 20-yearold
grandson, when out of the blue she said, “You must really work out.”
“Well, yes, I do,” said my grandson, beaming. “I run and lift weights.
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Thank you for noticing.” “Oh, you misunderstood,” she said. “You have
popped blood vessels in your eyes. We see that with people who work out.”
SUBMITTED BY ELIZABETH BOGAERT
The ophthalmologist’s very cute assistant was examining 20-yearold the 
writer’s grandson, when out of the blue she said, “You must really work out.” Then 
the grandson replied “Well, yes, I do, he beaming. “I run and lift weights. Thank you 
for noticing.” Hearing his statement, she got shock because what she said make the 
writer’s grandson misunderstood, because the grandson though that she noticed him 
however she said the fact of what really happened to his eyes. “Oh, you 
misunderstood,” she said. “You have popped blood vessels in your eyes. We see that 
with people who work out.”
From the conversation above, it can be seen that the explanation of that 
student is not clear. For the writer that explanation is a confusing explanation. It can 
be seen from the sentence “You must really work out.” That is not exclamation 
statement however the statement to make sure about the problem that happened to the 
grandson of the writer. It violates a maxim of manner since it has unclear 
contribution, the assistant girl did not say broadly about her explanation or the reason 
of the statement she said. Another side the statement of the grandson above violates 
the quantity maxim because she responds the girl assistant too broadly while he has 
not known what is the statement of the girl actually implied. 
The assistant girl’s utterance which violates maxim of manner and maxim of 
quantity causes conversational implicature. The inference of the violation can be 
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concluded that he thinks the statement of the girl for notice him but only for make a 
sure because her statement not brief and make the grandson misunderstood.
2. The Existence of Conversational Implicature in Construing Written 
Humors
       a. Violation of Maxim of Quantity 
Extract 1:
Why the customer Violates the maxim of Quantity because the customer
wants to stress her statement to be hear of the writer. The utterance which violates 
quantity maxim causes conversational implicature. The inference of the violation 
above can be concluded that the humor is interpreted through what is on Customer’s 
mind about queue. In her opinion, to solve the problem is the writer have to take them 
into the first line because she is in hurry. So, she asks to the writer and said “why 
don’t you do that?”, she thinks if the writer does, there is nothing bad happen but 
actually the customer broke the role and it can be show the anger of the others of 
visitor, but the writer didn’t do that because it’s disobey the rule of visitors. 
The humorous part can be seen from Customer’s innocent question when the 
writer tells to her to understand but she just replied angrily and careless about 
something happen later. She thinks that is the good idea to take her into the first line.
From the conversation between customer and the writer indicates a warning, 
that is delivered by the writer to remember the readers about a positive case that may 
be forgotten by them. The implicature of the utterance is the customer expresses 
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“Then why don’t you do that?” this case in viewing a phenomenon that always most 
happened where sometimes people disobey the rules, like customer do, she doesn’t 
want make a queue in this case the writer tries to appears what happened in social 
phenomenon, people broke away and do something what they want to do. The 
writer’s statement provides a warn to the reader in order not to be egoist. 
Extract 2: 
The utterance which violates maxim of quantity causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation above can be concluded that he really 
interested knowing his wife’s utterance about anniversary card. His utterance 
“Really? What does it say?” does not mean that he really wants to know what the 
card jus said. That utterance is funny expression of his wife because he never 
imagined about the respond of his wife is very startling him.
Her husband violates a maxim to mockery her, it can be seen from his 
statement “Really?” “What does it say?” he said, grinning broadly. After he knows 
that his wife so excited until her husband mock her, we can conclude that her husband
is not a typical romantic husband and through his statement consider It’s just a simple 
card but his wife responds it differently. 
b. Violation of Maxim of Quality 
Extract 3:
This utterance which violates maxim of quality causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that the little boy 
assumes and believe his daddy’s answer for his question. His daddy violates maxim 
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of quality to cheat interlocutors that is the little boy because he is too young to know 
about the featured a display of brassieres that’s why his daddy lie to him. 
Extract 4: 
The Scotland’s utterance through the written in a bottle which violates 
manner maxim causes conversational implicature. The inference of the violation can 
be concluded that the Scotland want the tourist who visit their country buy souvenir 
from the country. Besides that, the Scotland want show something unique from their 
country and made by themselves.
The label of the bottles violates the maxim cause this story want to warn the 
reader through this case, the indicates warning can be seen from the bottle was
written made in china however the Scotland claims it made by them. It is delivered by 
the writer to remember the readers about a positive case that may be forgotten by 
them for example always to be honest and not to be paparazzi or claim something not 
from their work.
Extract 5: 
The man’s utterance which violates manner maxim causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that the man asks the 
driver because he afraid and shy cause he cannot pay the fare that the driver gave 
him. 
The man violates the maxim violates the maxim of quality since he gives 
contribution that is not true and is not appropriate with the evidence or the fact to the 
driver about the fare. The purpose the man violated the maxim to cheat the driver.
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c. Violation of Maxim of Relation
Extract 6: 
The utterance which violates relation maxim causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that the pupil complains 
or protests to the writer. He thinks that the writer does not understand about his 
announced and she want to assert the writer for not call his mom up because she has 
known but actually he lost the writer means.
The pupil violates the maxim when he said “It’s alright, sir, she knows.” 
From the statement indicates a warning. When we think he misunderstood about what 
the teacher do it’s only want to stress his statement about the bad news.
d. Violation of Maxim of Manner
Extract 7: 
The utterance which violates manner maxim causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that he really curios 
about the hair and eager to make sure that is the hair of the writer.
The little girl violates the maxim because she does not give a clear 
statement. He just wants to confuse the writer his hair, we don’t know what she 
means by asking him “Is it yours?” she express her curious feeling to confuse 
somebody. 
Extract 8:
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Her stepson’s utterance which violates manner maxim causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that he just teases his 
step mother. He tells her that there is no something special with her count step.
The little son violates a maxim because he mocks about his mother step, he 
just wants to make his step mother confuse about her step account therefore his mom 
unsure what she wants to do after her son declare statement in contradiction with her 
step result.
Extract 9: 
The utterance which violates relation maxim causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that the writer’s son 
thinks the Fank is the Thank. Because of her age who still four years old, she cannot 
say a word correctly. She wants to say Thank you but he directly said Fank You.
The little son violates maxim because he wants to get attention to his family 
when lunch time, it can be seen when his grandma asks his old daughter to say P 
word it means that “Please” however he responds directly and answer it, therefore he 
ask people to say “Thank you” but he said “Fank you”.
e. Violation of Maxim of Quantity and maxim of Quality
Extract 10: 
The utterance which violates quantity and quality maxim causes 
conversational implicature. The inference of the violation above can be concluded 
that her mum gives a statement “Don’t make the same mistake I made.”  for remind 
her daughter that her daddy it’s not like a man in her dream.
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To analyze the statement of the little girl the expresses her feeling to her dad 
how she loves him and to analyze the statement of Mum, she violates maxim because 
she wants to insinuate her husband when her daughter says something good to her 
husband, she insinuates her husband indirectly. She hopes that the insinuation will be 
understood by the intended him. she wants to express her feeling by saying “Don’t 
make the same mistake I made.” It means that her husband not treat her like she 
wants and through the statement she wants her husband become better than before 
and be good husband to her.
  f. Violation of maxim of Quality and maxim of Relation
Extract 11: 
The utterance which violates maxim of relevance causes conversational 
implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that Johnny has another 
cat at home so he mentions it when the teacher gave him question. he does not 
mention exactly the real answer from the question.
Johnny violates the maxim he wants to clarify his idea when his teacher gave 
him questions “Johnny, where on Earth are you getting seven from?” because 
Johnny has a different side of answering the teacher question however to clarify his 
idea he answers it the question according to real life, he has seven and it answer not 
suitable with teacher’s question.
  g. Violation of maxim of Manner and maxim of Quantity
Extract 12:
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The assistant girl’s utterance which violates maxim of manner causes 
conversational implicature. The inference of the violation can be concluded that he
thinks the statement of the girl for notice him but only for make a sure because her 
statement not brief and make the grandson misunderstood. The purpose violates the 
maxim of quantity is to stress the statement by adding explanation of the grandson of 
what he has done.
From the analyzes of humorous conversation above the researcher conclude 
that the writer has some purposes why they use the implicature meaning in their 
utterances. Based on the implicature analyzes of Humorous utterances in Reader 
Digest magazine, there are some purposes that will be explained in the following 
discussion. The purposes are to create the humor effect, to insinuate someone, to 
mock someone, to get attention, to clarify the idea, to confuse somebody and warning 
the readers. The first purpose of implicature in the data is to create the humor effect. 
This purpose is the is shown in the conversation and the most frequent reason used 
for producing conversational implicatures is to warning the reader while the reason to 
confuse somebody takes the biggest portion in conversation. From those purposes, 
the main point is that the utterance that are produced by the writer has purpose 
creating the humor effect. The writer found the purpose of the humorous conversation 
by analyzing the implicature meaning of the conversation. In the humorous 
conversation, the writer does not deliver the purpose of his statement directly, he uses 
the implicit meaning to avoid a face threatening act. The writer tries to lessen the 
possible threat by using the implicature meaning.
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B. Discussion 
This part discusses the analysis of the data from humorous conversation in 
Readers Digest magazine. The researcher analyzed the humorous based on the 
problem statements. The researcher discusses why the maxim violation happened of 
humor in Reader’s Digest Magazine.
From the data analysis the Conversations of Humorous in Reader’s Digest 
Magazine contain the conversational implicature because they had violated all the 
maxims of cooperative principle suggested by Grice (1975) that are Maxim of 
quantity, maxim of quality, maxim of relation and maxim of manner. From the 
humorous in Reader’s Digest magazine is found 12 conversational implicature, based 
on the data that has been found. The conversation in the humor in extract 1,2 does not 
obey the maxim of quantity because the speaker give information that is needed and 
not to give uncompleted information, in extract 3,4,5, it does not obey the maxim of 
quality because the speech participants say things that are not in accordance with the 
data or facts, in extract 6 does not obey the maxim of relation because the utterances 
in order not to be related in context, and in extract 7,8,9 does not obey the maxim of 
manner because it contributes in extravagance, ambiguous, and blur. Then extract 10
does not obey the maxim of quantity and maxim of quality in conversation of humor 
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at once, and in extract 11 does not obey the maxim of quality and maxim of relation
in conversation at once, as well as in extract 12 does not obey the manner maxim and 
quantity maxim.
From the analyzes of humorous conversation above the researcher concluded
that the writer has some purposes why they use the implicature meaning in their 
utterances. Based on the implicature analyzes of Humorous utterances in Reader 
Digest magazine, it leads some purposes, that are; warning the rider, to insinuate 
someone, to mock someone, to cheat interlocutors, to stress the statement, to get 
attention, to clarify the idea and to confuse somebody. In extract 1,4 indicates a 
warning to the reader because the conversation shows the phenomenon that always 
found in society. The violation in conversation of extract 2,8 indicates to mock 
someone because the expression of his wife when get the card is too much that’s why 
her husband mock her. The violation in extract 3,5 indicates to cheat interlocutors to 
hide the implied meaning. The violation in conversation of extract 6,12 indicate stress 
the statement. The violation in conversation of extract 7 indicate to confuse 
somebody because they declare unclear statements and causing ambiguity. The 
violation in extract 9 indicates to get attention because the little child wants his 
grandma see his ability that why he distracted his grandma. The violation in 
conversation of extract 10 indicates to express the feeling and to insinuate someone 
because the mum wants to express her feeling to her husband through indirect 
message. The violation in conversation of extract 11 indicates to clarify the idea 
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because the conversation of student who debates with the teacher want to express his 
idea. 
Another researcher that has a related to the topic in the research discussing
the implicature is the research written by Vo Thao (2011), His research on A Study of 
Conversational Implicature in Titanic film concluded the similar findings with this 
research that is the reasons for producing conversational implicatures, from the 
results of the analysis of the six scenes in the Titanic film, Thao found out that there 
are some reasons for Jack and Rose to produce conversational implicatures. There 
eight reasons why the main characters produced it to happen. Among them, the most 
frequent reason used for producing conversational implicatures is to show the feelings 
while the reason to clarify the idea takes the biggest portion in conversation, and the 
other are to stress the statement, to change the topic, to get attention, to be polite, to 
be sarcastic, and to save time. To make it different this research analyzes the 
generalized and particularized implicature in Titanic film.
Another similar research was constructed by Salisah (2013) entitled The 
Implicature of Humor Utterances in Humor Lucu ala Gus Dur. In finding the 
implicature the researcher interpreted the conversation in the book Humor Lucu Ala 
Gus Dur. The researcher also uses Grice’s theory of Cooperative Principle. From the 
theory the researcher found only three maxim violations that are the maxim violation 
of quality, quantity, and relevance. The researcher cannot find the maxim violation of 
manner in the data. The researcher found that the implicit meaning was created 
because the participant violated the maxim. Her research revealed that there are some 
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purposes that the produced by the speaker in using the implicit meaning. The 
purposes are to create the humor effect, to criticize government, to mock someone, to 
deviate from true meaning, to cheat interlocuter, lying and to warn the reader.
The strengthens of Grice’s theory is the difference between the maxim with 
another maxim is apparent, so that, even though there are more than one violated 
maxim in one conversation will be more easily to recognize it.  Surely, there are some 
limitations in Grice’s cooperative principle itself. The major weakness in Grice’s 
theory is probably that it paints a rather ideal picture of the social conditions of 
communication. Although he admits that there are many situations in which speakers 
do not cooperate, nevertheless, the theory still sees cooperation as the universal 
disciplines in social interactions. A second weakness is undoubtedly that Grice’s 
scheme requires a similarity in background knowledge between the speakers for 
successful conversation. For instance, if the speaker’s premises in conversation are 
different from the hearer’s, the hearer may infer something which is not intended by 
the speaker or is far away to the topic, however, these similarities are not the most 
necessary. Because people’s conversation is so unpredictable and changeable, and the 
talkers have a lot of chances to update their knowledge of their co-interlocutor’s 
background assumptions or just find hints from other factors making topic done.
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CHAPTER V
CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION
Implicature is a process of interpretation the meaning based on the situation 
and context. What a speaker implicates is a matter of his communicative intention in 
uttering the sentence. The implicature caused by violation of cooperative principles. 
Implicature by the cooperative principle is brought about utterances violating the 
maxims, namely maxim of quantity, quality, relevance and manner. This study is 
proposed to describe the conversational implicature in written humors of “Reader’s 
Digest”, which is derived from the violation of the conversation principles
A.  Conclusion
After analyzing the data, the result of the study shows that the violation of the 
cooperative principle occurs as regards 1) maxim of quantity, 2) maxim of quality, 3) 
maxim of relation, and 4) maxim of manner and also the combination of maxims 
violation that is Quantity maxim and Quality maxim, Quality maxim and Relation 
maxim, Manner maxim and Quantity maxim are found violated two maxims in one 
conversation. From those written humors which consist of the conversational 
implicature, most appear to violate the maxim of Quality and Manner. Implicature by 
maxim of quantity contributes more information than it is required; implicature by 
maxim of quality to create incorrect contribution and is lack of evidences. Implicature 
contributes unclear the statements, ambiguous and obscure statements are caused by 
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implicature of manner maxim. The implicature are found in assertive and declarative 
humors.
From all the data that has been found in findings it can be concluded that the 
violation of maxims as genesis of conversational implicatures functioning as the
support of humors. Most written humors violated Cooperative Principle in order to be 
funny. The utterances violating one or more of those maxims are potential as the 
support of humors because its implicature add to the humorousness of the discourse.
B.  Suggestion
Enjoying and understanding humors may not only investigate the formal 
properties such as words and context but they also aspect of the meaning, which 
needs pragmatics interpretive strategy. Because the researcher found the utterances 
violating one or more of those maxims are potential to support of humors. Finally, I 
suggest that the readers pay attention of maxims combination in doing cooperative 
principle research of written humorous or another object of study in describing and 
explaining conversational implicature.
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